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Great Scandal Case.
«

TILTOX'S CROSS-EXAMINATION.

Mr. Evarts Keeping the WitnessWithin Bounds.

POETRY AND PROSE.

rrii itr* .1 * >»T1 ue UrUiUtJli U1 xji.uci.citureand Ethics.

AN EDITOR'S RESPONSIBILITIES.

The Law of Libel vs. The Law
on Evidence.

fhere Ls seen every mornlnir on each ferryboat,
as the hour of eleven approaches, at least one
person oi a guileles* exterior. He has taken unusualpains to disguise himself witn an affectation
of worldllness. Bis wuite stock has become a

jUring tie, lit lor a Jockey. His long and clerical
apparel ls redncel to a sack coat, and he
carries, perhaDS, a cane. As he stands on the forwarddeck ano contemplates the city oi Brooklyn
k nervous depression or expectancy rises to his
lace nice that he might shovr if :rum the hump of
a camel he saw the wa:i« and pronuauced in the
truly cier.cal novitiate way the name or Je*ru*
M-Iem.

This, we need no: add, is the American theologian,on his way to the Brooklyn trial. He ls
Cnere Jan v. to the number of a score or more,
sometimes he parses in as a member of the rural
»ar; again, by courtesy, as the editor of a mission*
try jo .ruai, oi more otten by a pass pro-
eared by some Brooklyn pas'or on nis ueaalt
He draws a long: oreath as be ventures to look
around him. Perhaps at his elbow is another
preacher whom be mistakes lor a Brooklyn Alder*
man or some other man of sin. Before him are a
number of newspaper reporters, who bear la bis
mind a singular resemblance 10 those irreverent

boj» who covered the prophet Ellsha with the
Deadline of "Go ap, thou bald-head!" Ee often
uiatakts the dlgnifled Clert Malltson for tne Judge
md ii astonished to bear that solemn functionary
track a Jolce with the reporiera.
When our clerical inend .seea the real Judge

tppear he fail* Into a sense of rapture. That
llgnity, that simplicity, ihe bearing of the boat
ind the magistrate together, bia seotentionaness
lever curt, bis lucidity always deferential,
lis decision oiteu procrastinating, aa if
be did not mean to change it, bat to postpone the
argument about it. AH these things impress our
clerical mend as something in tbe line of Sir
Matthew Bale and tbe piophet Nathan.
He seea the jury drop In one by one, each man

having consulted with b<s wile during tbe night,
who has do opinion of course. Oar ciergvman
tolls them steadily in the light or what kind of
vestrymen tney might make. He la sure that
there are lour er Ore men there who will make the
rerdict a subject of prayer. This gives blm a
1*9 aatiafactlon and assures ulna that
everything will be well, although tne countrybus been in great danger. There are
two or tl ree young men in tne Jory about whose
labiu of piety he would Ur.e more iniormatton, out
)> perceives that there are as many grave and
eonslderate men around tnem who cannot be earnedaway. Next be sees one singular spectator
lilting m court with a glove on tbe top of bis baid
sconce. Tbia somewhat troubles him, and be
thinks the man may be a spiritualist, as be has
heard that in Brooklyn current theology is mixed
np with a great many Urns. Perhaps the man expectsan nnaeen spirit which must presently show
it* hand to be hovering about that glove in order
to preserve its incognito. Or tbe man may bo a
great Brooklyn philanthropist, who does not want
IUB nfub uftuu IU ftuu w wimi uti uaiu uc»<i uucwi.

Looking inrther tne clergyman from a distance
tees. Plymouth church enter tae court room.
There tbey coma, old and young, diligent, Individual,bright-eyed people, and take tbelr seats in
(bo rear of two tall chairs yet empty, which be
knows to be intended tor tbelr pastor and bia
venerate wife. He looks tbem over, thoae radicalliberal Christiana, to see if tney differ in any
respect from pew-bolderi In general, and, although
be la himself a strict constructionist, ue thlnki
there can be no sel>respectlng Tophet
witnout a good warm fire cinaled beneatb It,
ret review), g tbelr consistent earnestneaa
snd charltv, doiDg tbe rlgbt as Ood
gives them to see the rlgbt, he invariably remarks
thai on tbe whole, witn all their eccentricities,
they have perhaps a little more good in tbelr natures;ban tbe i-ame uuoiber or people collected
together an* where ia tbe world.of course, aince
tbe times of tbe ear y Cnristlans, to wbose graces
we mnit all deter. Wuen he remarks Brother
Caldwell pointing tliem all to their seats be is
seised with tbe elmliitncie or modern justice to
any well ordered pariah church. Nothing seems

requisite to the teriormance bns two plates to
take np tbe collection and a little more formaUty
about tbe vestments. The more secular andleocetn nothing resembles what he bad
iwad about the Old Bailey and the trial
or Rlcbard Banyan. In short, be will make it bis
purpose, wben he returns to cus congregation, to
tate mat all tnese stories abont tbe depravity of

lustlce and tbe corruption of court* are unconservativeand aDjust; that, although it is a dreadlaltmng to get beiore a Jury and a judge. It i* at
least com ortable for a epectator. A senae of
Hoai love irradiaiea our friend tbat be las got
a seat witb such ease, and Be thinks it must be
due to something inherently respectable in bia
appearance.
And, at last, wben all tbe eourt ts tun and tbe

pretence of the Judge baa somewhat discouraged
trbiapering and hat wearing, oenoidi a Ola of
ladle* modestly enter end take their seats. Tne
tears would rusb to bis eyes, if be had more
taan < ne nandkercntef and did sot desire
to attract attention. to be told tbat
the smaller and more childlike of these ia the
apple of contention between two dreadiully intellectualcontestant*. H» la Inaanaihl* raminiltil of

ecane u protane biatory wnen two great cbt*ftaint.-Agimflmaonand Hector.made an immense
war orer one email Helen, for me flrtt time tt
occure to blm mm mere really were a tieg* of
Tr*y. a wooden boree and toe Laucdon. He matte
mental note or tbli ior tne aome congregation.
AXUl then tne lawyers Hie in, am taey are

fainted out to him. the impotmg Beach, teeing
totmng out toe inTitiuie law waica Qoait in tne
Mrs tb« email and corrugated Erarti, the uiu*
giant of eeeuiar pciemicet 'he towering Tracy.
UK* an enraged Achillea; the natty Shearman, at
loll of book* and tin i>ox*a at a colporteur; the
ambrotiai Morrit, to wnom ererythtnir in nature
la a eonatitneut or a client, or hotb; Pryor, wno
tat (be loot of daemon of out who bad jut;
wadeo the Rait Hirer, bearing an important
autoority; Hill, wun bit meaeurtng eye. like a

aurteyo'a tripod fattened ap and tnsnn* onW-rd,unci Fuiierton. coming Along on tiptoe, wttb
an eyerlatt oalanced from bit thumb and forefingerand ingenuity in every w.nk. Seeing ail
tbeea, our clerical triead ieeu at .at: tbat tbe law
la aertni. numerout and coetiy.

"fctrange, traoge," ho tay*. "mat it takee eo

aaau> lnwjart 10 Ox the t'ttut of oae tm jIi lady,
wnoee noaoand noet not want to g:re bar up,
wbii* bit opponent bat pnt tn uo claim to Mr i"
TM aa tn* court ta drummed t* order, and

IM jary *W*4, oar aiarteai friend t*et ntermf
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his great associate and superior in the clergy.
hnn whose unintermlttent and winged fancier
nuahlng inrro*pecuon into human nature and
sonorous challenges ol Its lujurers ana mauy sided
reGection of divinity and its tneicy have pene
trated even to bis parsonage, and sometimes
touched a little ol HI* own envy when bit powers
of illustration were to superior. He watches the
great tribune of the pnlpu throw off hi* cloak, assumehis throne mil steadily look npon his accuser.
Ana now, while oar clergyman from a distance

Is satisfied that mere U no Illusion about It, and
that he is really present in the body at a memorable
trial to the Cbarcb and the world, we will let yesterday'spenormance begin.

it was a literary day. 1 he proceedings to Conrt
were uproarious and little became a trial of privatesuffering* and personal passions. Tbe cross-
examination ol Mr. Til ton by the defence involved
an Inquiry into His heterodoxy on love, marriage
and divorce by quoting from his poems, editorials
and correspondence. Tuts brought out two kinds
of results. Tilton's Ideal morals ware delineated
a* well as his literary style and the symmetry of
bis mind. Probably no literary man of our time
Das ever Qad such an andlance. for although the
lawyers (nts opponents) might read his nieces
badly tbey could not prevent them irom going to
tue country Just aa they were written. Indeed the
reading made the pieces all the more effective,
and trie effect Insensibly was to lift up
the mental stature of the unfortunate
man. who sat all tne while In the witness chair
recalling his ramiliar compositions. If there could
have been any doubt that he wu the author of
these varied and often pretty pieces It was dispelledwhen they proceeded to extract from him
sd oral and extemporaneons description of the
defendant as TUton conceived him tn the light or
eariv fondness and of comparlaon with his later
areat acquaintances. All admitted.his worst

adversary.that he spoke the mixture of modestyand ireedom, a lucid opinionatedness, and
with a memory and echoiarship which made It the
more pitiable that his rostrum should now be the
witness box and his cause a personal matter.
Mr. Evarts' cross-examination is regarded by

wise critics as very good, and apparently laying
the foundation for a theory of the deience. It Is
also quite courteous, comparing very remarkably
tn this respect with the conflict between Tracy
and Moulton, two weeks ago. Be is occasionally
aggressive upon TUton, out rather in the way of
yroiessional tnan of personal banter, and instead
or taking tha small snlrlt of occasion to retort

personally upon Tllton lor old grodges la the time
or Andrew Johnson's impeachment, Evarts has
been respectiui to bim whenever out of toe chair,
and yesterday, IB to* chair, Tllton showed bis
consideration tor £varts by asking bim to relieve
Mr. Shearman or the duty or reading one or TUton'spieces.
"Wiu you do me a flavor," be said. Evarts said

be wonld, and wben lniormea what It was did
read the sensitive author's article. This struct
tbe audience as very fine play. At one blow Tllton
cut Shearman, complimented Evarts and snowed
a little or the artist still in his breast, the love of
bis muse surviving the existence or his ramily.
Bis ooansel caaght tbe spirit or this and ooapeUed
Shearman to read as a part 01 a certain artiole a

ridiculously good baby rhyme. This crowded
Shearman Into a position so oppostte to tne intellectualview TUton desired to convey or bim that
tbe spectacle or tbe great barrister reciting lullaby'sbrought the house to roars or laughter.
But the velvet touch 01 Evarts, his pla«tlc questions,so complimentary to tbe witness and so attentivelybeard by him, as ir tbe lawyer relt interestedin his respondent, eeemed to many

auditors to betoken ultimate barm to tbe witness.
' Get Tllton off into didactic talk like that," said

one, "and he'll expose himself perfectly. Evarts
is laying tbe foundation ror a theory that this
charge against Beecber began ana grew in jealousyor bis superior fame, and tbat selfishness
and coneelt are at the bottom or it all"
All tbe lawyers for the plaintiff, Pryor particularly,who is the literary and enaracter critic of

bia side, watched tbie line or cross-examination
keenly, ir not nervoualy, particularly as Evarts approaobedthe top to of what Ttitou tboognt of Mr.
fieecher'a talenta and generosity at a previous
day.

TBI CB0S*-UUJfUUTX0N.
Mr. Evarts.Mr. Tiitoo. this (handing wttaeai a

paper) seems to be rather an Important document.
Ptea'e looK at it and see u It aets lortn tne politicalsituation and lornaed tbe groundwork ol tbe
Cleveland letter.
witness.I have not read that letter alnce tbe

una* or the Convention; there were three sheets
with over one hundred corrections; if this was
my tetter (thoaid pronounce upon it, but as It li
another man's i should not: it appear* to be a
letter addressed by Mr. Beecher to the Cleveland
Convention; the saoject of dissent between me
and Mr. Beecher grew oat of the political situationat that time; Mr. Beecher snd yourself.
Mr. Evart-i.I beg you will not introduce me in

your conversation.
Witness.I am not here under your aoUoo.
lir. Evarts.I do not wish any answers that do

not pertain to the question.
The Court cautioned Mr. niton to avoid personality.
Mr. Beach.As Mr. Evarts wis a part of that situation,it waa not improper.
Mr. Bvarta.I did aot have anything to do with

lb
The Judge.He is forgiven. If he did have anythingto do with it. (Lau liter.)
o. Do you think that by reading what purported

to oc a letter of Mr. Beecher. as sent to that convention,you conld determine whether or no it
was the one you considered and replied to or discussedin your ditference wttn aim? a. 1 ao not
neoa to hear any letter, because it was a
d i (Terence known and read of all men.
that I don't rememhor; it excited discussionin the council* of the party
i made a protest against Mr. Beecher'e action; I
did it in a very direct manner: Mr. Beecher was a
supporter of Mr. Johnson; t differed with Mr.
Beecaer about t»e Mtaaiouary Society; these were
the only occasions on which we differed; I think
the time 01 my espouaal of

THE WOMIX'S RIGHTS MOV1MKNT
was about flfteen years ago; I was m favor or
woman suffrage; I acted with henry W. Beecher
and Elizabeth Cady Stanton; among others who
sympathized with the can»e General Butler was
one, Chief Justice Chase was another. Isabella
Beecher Hooker was another, Lucretia Mott was
another, Wendell Phillips waa another, William
Llord Garrison waa another, Anua Dickinson waa
another; if 1 should recite the whole catalogue it
wuuid take me a long time; I think the denunciationswhich 1 made against abo»es in tne marriage
relations have been published since Mr. Beecher
invaded my house in 1170; my attention had not
been called to the suojeot before that; Idetended
Mr. Beecher on bis periormance of the Richardson
marriage.
nr. Shearman.The article in question is from

the Imupendnni, dated December l, 1470, (Reads.)
LOVB, UARKlAOK AND DIVORCE.

"To lore.to love.thu It to live." So *anf » poet ol
France. If this U French wntiwent. it it alto aputtolic
phi'.otophv. "lie that hath loved another.' tald rft.
real, "hath tulfli'td the law." And, sell to five to thli
truth a (tamp of universal currency, he recofued u him
the foid»a text. "Love It the fulilllng of the law " .hti
It trtother way ot taring that love is the tupreme functionof life.
But what is lover Who hat anaivzed tit Of

cottamer it it woven, or oat of what adamant la it
hewnf wnat are itt qutntetsenuai elements? And.
especially, doee it outlive U:e, or mutt it die witt
death?
The posts tine a various tons on this wondroui

theme.ferrinc their harpt to a ttrlre ol clath
Inf tounda. Hera, tor lattanoa, la William Morrla, ana<
ib« Andromeda, is tm Mrtniy raradiM." mt m rar
Ifm

"Oh, lora, to tbtnk tbat lore can paei »wayt
That iooo or liti ihalJ eorae to uu J*y
When thli thai) be forgett#n' a en thli kiM
That nakaa ue now ror«at tba bicb Ood Wlee,
And tone of men wit* all tbatr mieery M

And furthermore la tba Mme po«m .

"Lor* while ye may; 11 twain grow Into oot.
'ill for a litua while.the time goet by.
No hatred twixt tba pair of frianoi dotb Ha
ho troab « break tbalr hearta. end yet. tad yet
Ilow jouid it bar we itrova sot to forget,
Rather in vain to that old una we clang.
lu rupee »ui winbee round oar bearti we hunf i
We played olJ parte we uaaa aid namea. In »aia.
We fo our ware, and twain ea«e mare are twaia."

Batae tf tojiva a iwaet Ua to all tbla dota/ai pro'
phecy. Xri. bTowmm. taa it oaae.la of bar MX, as
eialmii.

y never ye io*ed once;
God li too near, above, the grave below.
And all our uutneate goToo 4Ui«klr paat oar eouie for ujrtng to

» e
Love itrikei one hoar.Lore
Tnoee n«»er loved wbo dreamed that they loved once."

lo winch iitwria*d the loUowlug eaaiaa froaa a Oar
mau eon* .

"Child tell me how io»e cometb
It eomee joioaaht anient."

Aid tall me how it goeth »"
"ibat wae not love chat went."

Now. li tt could Of tattled thai human lore n, in ita «i
Mace, linmaruli tbat death doiu not cut, nor the trav«
rot 'lie ellkea cord or marriage we <ou;d <lefln:tei]
<ay . I here l« bat one boat and tbat tao*i uo break
la?. Itbiudi two loula fortune and eternity, tc tba
nothing to either tbli world or the neat can liviae then
trow «aoii other, aav more '.baa titlier ran ee 'iividei
ajainet itMif. It createe ind juetiflei ih« tnitinctive ex
oluetvenaea.the unieirtih itiflebueM.whereby iuvi
u.alrai taownandnot ino'her'i. ytaratna only tor tt
only mate it givie a reaefui lor on* ot the iirejudic*
>v jfeh many hold wttnoot reaeon we me*a the tiulia
log ot a iecon'' marrure ilka a Sunumen* oa the flrit
nut the common voice or mank.nd repltei. nwrrtag

I* Jleeolved by dastll. Now, el tbe tool'* deareit poeaei
(ton thie mar be a right or wrong phi.ueo, by Ma
MMftuig tnie aaiveraal oililoi ae ooffecu/ ntertm
HI iififtMltil ingn( QillKMt AlUMt MM# AAI
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riage I" dissolved by death. It It dlttoluble by anything
else r It *o, bv what ?

iu answer wmi break*, we mu«t Inquire wnat make*
the iiiurriaiic u. n.l.
The Duiuu im>r.uisl who preached the Sermon on the

Mount. when lie sal "tfe i« pentot." hela up an iie.il
human charactei impottibie ol mural attainment.the
despair ol flesh-clogged soult. In like rat oner. in the
lew and iragmentarv not** which Ills biographer* have
saved ui 111* utterance* on marriage. Ha nolo* up in
ideal the highest ever conceived.btauiliul lo ttru.gie
a'ter. but impo-sibie to auaiu tie aid not re it marriageon tue mere legal union ol two person*
whom the law. mining, u.iiting. enact" to he one Mesh;
but tran*cendliiK (hi* tie an I hal.owing It, He tamrht a
spiritual union which *hould be so subtle in I.* willing
bond, so exclusive III its mutual allegiance and so reV.r-
ent oi it* inarne 1 mate that "the briel tuuulgcuce o» a
*>iturle vagrant tnncy" wa» an Intldelttv to such wedlock.
Who can abide till* teat t Judged by *o Immaculate
muraiin "Titer* l» none good, no, not one."

Nevertheless, as the only lust Ideal oi human characiter I*, at'.er all. the Divine anu nothing snort ol It to tha
only rignt idea ol a true marriage is the impossible.
the perfect picture wh^-li Christ .sketched. But a* there
i* an approximate ibaUta.lon oi this character, notIwithstanding the weaknesses of human nature, so aleo
there is a reason ible approach to this marriage, notwithstandingthe vicUsl uJes ol numan love. Thut a
husband and wne. If (hey have rica heart* and generousmini*.it their tyitipaihiet overflow like confluentstreams.may love each otiwr with suoh Jevoiion,
with sucl) exu.tation. with such corouatiou. a* to attain
to the ro.va esute which Shakespeare called "a measurelesscontent " realizing In each a taiturulne** of
love that could not postibiv betray or deceive.it* other
*eif: a love to iuitmte mat It could contain only It* own
luliie**; a love which, like the tea. could never iepari
out ol it* own busoiu.
Now thlt is tne ove an I the only love that spiritually

constitute* marriage, tnd marriage, however leg illy
enacted, "yet" witnoiit (hit tpirit of unity to create Iu
"buiu of peace." oan be under Chritt't theory, nothing
but divorce.

t he greatest ouettiun which ha* been propounded to
modern society is. 'NV'nat it to bu the lofai statu* end
wuat tne social late ol person* who And tnemselvet
man-led but noi mated , the common and putllianimout
answer is, to remain iu a bondage which It It ostracism
iuu.cn*. mil a <u»i moral sense. j.i»rciiin a in tin moralitywhich ii only another mint lor custom. asks,
what excuse can be ivea to i.od .iud to virtue tor keep-
ihg IWO IllUU.I U b«lll|i in an eniorcuii union which sach
knows to be degrading to both their souls'
A j-til-Mc opinion wliloli compel* the juxtaposition or

which lorbius the disconnection of an unmated yir.
who are tied, not kmi chained. not wedded.violates
the ethics 01 Huu who. pie.irlung ironi the mountain
cop ol morals, uuiiht so terrible n dlsuuction between
love und Hut. Marriage without 'uva U «iti anaiust
Uod.a sin which, ii'te other s.us. is to be repantetl of,
ceu-e.J I ruin and put aw.iy. No mailer with what jol-
emu ceremony the twain may have oeen made one. yet,
when love departs, then marriage ceases. end divorce
tenuis. llns is the essetiee ol Christ's idea, lo say
that lie irruiited divorce only lor u gross and tieslilv
crime is to forjiet that He ..»lied the eye a paramour
and the heart a wanton's bed. liven granting that .'lie
01 Hi* -seeches seems to call adultery the oiiTv divorce,
yet in His other maxims, in Illustrating whin He meant
uy adultery, lie -et lorth un ideal ol so lalthlul a fidelity
that most uiarrirt.es estimated uy Una standard, would
be proved a.tulieiou*. and be pronounced by ma wither*
in? judgment ii,til and void, llow shallow, then, it i« to
say with tne Konimi i hurch that there shall be no divorcenot even lor fleshly lust; or with toe piseop.il.
no divorce, except lor tins and this nny; or with the
Presbyterian, uo divorce, except lor this and lor desertion;or with the Metiiodia'. Missionary Boards no
divorce, except tor these and tor hcailieuunl, or with
the civil lawsot some ol oi'.r Stales, no divorce exceptor
a tew oi tne more common and hideous offences which
daily report tnemselve* id our ourts.
John Miiton wis right in ueciarlug (we donotqU'tehis w ords, but only his meaning that what nullifies marriagelustifles divorce. With taint echo we repeat the

km in c truth, which to our miud seems so true as to be
luudair.cntal. Nor, in lollowtng Milton, do we wander
in a daugerous path. This man was no loose philosopher.nogallant.w> tree lover. Kor, though his
voice thuudered for iroedoui of divorce, it pleaded wlih
sweet eloiiueuce lor strictness in marriage. I.earii as
well as we uisy from so illustrious a teactier, this journal.with its liberal views on divorce, remains ona uiore
moralist on in iriiaitc. It utterly spurns, rejects and repudiatesthe doctrine of tree love. It stands at the antipodesof phuosophv. it holds that a man and woman
whose mutual love is not sufficient to luapire mutual
fidelity, proved theieuv that they have never
known me lulnes.-. purity and all sufficiency
ol the one love which mates marriage sacredantlwhich keeps it so. The only marriage worthy to be
called oy rhe name of that great sicrainent is the exclusiveunion ol one with one. not the patriarchal union
ol one with many, and not modern tub rota, union of
many with each other. Marriage.il it be marriage at
ail, is the unswerving fattlilulueas ol husband ana wife,
admitting no intervening mistress lor tho one, no supplementalparamour lor the other.
But this idea tand this idea cannot ee true) carries

with it as its logic il sequence (and this, too, eannot De
true) the irresistible conclusion that marriage, if
broken, and whether broken by the body or the soul, is
divorce. The infidelity of the body is not fo great a
sin against marriage as tho infidelity of the soul it
there is divorce lor the ono there should all'the more
be divorcu tor the other, i uinan society seeds lor ita
purification a more chivalrous fidelity to marriage, a
u ore honorable respect for divorce. A nation without
inarrlugu would be without civilization: a nat.on w loomdivorce must bo w.tnout virtue, in France the law
tolerates no divorce aud so the people practice a unl
versa! license, in Prussia the law opens seven gates of
exit irom uiarrtaue. and so the taahionable standard of
morality is almost Puritanic.
.now, the proverb warns us that "history is philosophyteaching by example." Apply this philosophic warning

to our owu land. Our American society is covering
ltso»f w. th a crowing mildew of tree love. This corrodlncfungus Is everywhere so plain that ail eyes are
beginning to sea it What is the causa, and what the
cure r

be causa la twofold.first, in the Inludicious and
lamentable haste with which the law Is invoked to tie a
knot between two persons who only fancy, bat nave not
proved, their fitness lor each other; and, second, in a

Jubllc opinion, which, loroiddln« the dls-wution of such
ll-made contracts, loreea imprisoned spirits fretting at a

captivity, irom which they cm not opealy break, to
take corert refuge In secret sin.
The case Is likewise twoioid.first la a higher and

holler idea of marrlaae. including the ehactiiv which
should accompany It. the dev^tun which should loiter
It and the love which ahouid tiailow It; and, next, in
public opinion. eapreased authoritatively in our olrtl
atatutea, enacting that whataver in point ol morale
nuiUOea marriage* ahoaid iu polntVw It* authorize
uivorce.
God grant that there may coma a time la the legislationof oar counrry when the law* of the land ahail be

tormcd on the tacts of the SvUl
Mr. Eraria (banding paper to witnea^ Jx>olt at

that and aay whether you recognize tnlt a* a pro-
auction ot yours f A. Well, air, 1 have not the pa-
Ser; tnat la not the original; it srrUes me at tne
rat glance that it u a garbled copy, bot I have

not read toe original since it was first printed; I
can produce it; toe first article was taken (run a
newspaper, and i wiote underneatn Me reply
to it.
Mr. Evarta then read the following*.

raavoa vm a maitbr.a wmw rou* it unseens
TILT0N.

Aimer, aimer, e'etl It virre.
[To love, tu love, U to live. ]

Teach you French r I will, mrdaaaf
Ht down and con yonr leaaoa beta,
what did Adam aay to Eve »
Ain.tr, aimer, ';'«*< a it ere.
Don't pronounce the !aat word leastMake li ahort 10 tun the tooz ,

Hbyme it to your Uowiug aleeve.
Aimer, aimer, e'eel ti citre.

Sleeve, 1 aaid. but what's the harm
If I really meant your arm t
Mine chall twine it (by your leave),
Aimer, aimer, c'etl a viere.

I earning Trench it fblt of slipstDo a« I Jo with the llpi;
Here's the right way. yon perceive,
Aimer, aimer, e'eet a eivre.
French ia alwan aooken beat
Vrtathlng deeply from the cheat
Darling aoea yuitr bosom heave
Aimer, aimer, e'eel A timrt.
Now, ay dainty llttlo aprita,

I 111 va I IMiifht vnup IftiiAfl riirh^A
Then wU»t"oft/»U»li I racaive
Aimer, aimer, c'ut * tier*.
Will /ou think me over bold
If i linger to be told
Whether you youriell belleva
Aimer uimtr, c'etl a vitrtf
Prory pupil when you sty
All tnii French to me to-aay,
L>o you me.tn It or deceive f
Aimer, aimer, c'ut A cirri.
1*11 me, may I understand
When I prett your little band.
That our heartt tegttber cleave f
Aimer, aimer c'«j< a titre.
Have you. In your tre»tc«. room
For tome orange bjdt to bloom I
ftty 1 *u:b a (arUnd wear* I
Aimer, aiiner, c'ttt ti cttrt.

Or, ir I pretuuie too mucb,
1 Teaching Frcuch by tente of tonch,

uraut me pardon and reprieve
Aimer, aimer, e'eet a cicrc. '

Sweetheart, no: you oannot gal
i Let mr tit and nold you to.
Adam did the tame to Bvai
Aimer, airier, e'eei h tirre.

The reading of tula poem, wtuch *u attended
witti a kind of pretty, tender intereit, wee followedbjr roara of lanahter, in which Mra. Tilton
joined aa heartily as any and continued her laughiter after Mr. Beecber, tne lawyeri and tbe t>aik of

1 the epectaiors had ceetecl. The utter irrelevancy
of tbe poem to inch aa intente affair, tue oppor\unity it give to relieve tne tenaion ot tne aervea
and prejudices, and, perbapa, alao the imoeent and

'
gentle picture It gave oi love tefore it* annoy1ancea and anrielt had cbiiled or deadened it, gare
tne touch oi nature which made even nil Brook*
lyn kin. Piym utb deacona, aidertn n, mutual
(rionda, tbe principal tbemaeirea, latghed, and
without a tone ei aaure. Tiiton bimaei smiled at
t; e gboata of hit literary lame, whiob could atui
etaJt the world and make comedy for ai bat him.
Bat be imiied only a moment. Bia ia oa troubled
face of the picture. .

Toe poem la qneetion ta aaid lo hare baas
niton to lila wtia whi'.a th«* war* t*.rhim iikA

other frtncft.
Mr. SDMimtn thin rtad tu totkvtac (roa

Btarlh and Horn*:.
| id huobuk rnceoii mtox

It la w»6 peculiar *ajne*« that we writ*the»e word*.
T»ay racali il.e vuton ot Hi* fount man w>o »prang all
at onaa la o public ra»or, giving «uch celdeice 01 geniua
a* taw man uara turmthad vvrltina c.uula taadtd
leader* lull «i fore* and Ura. tinging tonga mil of ewaatarea.uttering oration* ful. 01 *u ana tjquoaoo. bn
lunar loclu wor* at onoe the "trip.* cro»n 01 editor,
orator and poet" succceJlog to ha va ant chair of

. Beacher ht mora thau A.lad it He intrtluced a tie*
art in reliciou* journaium In thoaa /olden <*y*
ha mad* hi* papar all that the nan.* IndtfmuUni
could mean It bowad nalther to.ect aa party, and
IU worle *corched nliain in the ran«i at it* awn
iriend* it fearia**.y a« tuay did an opunent. I'be
t»per under hta editortbip ecorned to roil w it* part*.
It l«ci. Like a uew ktug&t, the gallant role jourualUt
uttered hi* haul* cry *ud rode ora»e!y to vttory Men

r lau«h«d at lum, but they lolloped him hen*J * noble
lae«l <11 jo urn* i*m Ue wrote witty thin* agaiaet an

t oc&oaen., bat did not aaa hi* column* (dgratlty Mr-
> tonal ipieeo qJ »iien me worit *ttaolu were made
l uiioo him be Mid o a iricnd. '1 muai not ittlieta tiiingt

fiur me tanr.p; affirJ to let my o»u tetper become
tpoilro. Kai »r*nt to itav* iournalia.ii fctter (B*o 1

i toand it" Hi* id nr.ie* «»i.l that he treaty araretti
matad at* oen poattion I'ernap* ua did But thara
wa* uo wronged or down roddoa pereoo wo appealed
to Dim in Hi,

e He «** a atnear of iwaet tr-gt tnggi t.l of bra»e
n catholicity oijairft f%li ot iatpTaitoSS filing, »i" of

^ ei»»m*ni*-4on|* mil oi letty pat'tetlam.
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other, little children sen? with him that meet perfect
nurtery rhyme wa.ch beutn*:.

"Buby Bye,
Here'* a rtv;

Let ut wmcn huu. you ana L '

How he crawlt
Cp (he wall*.
Yet he never falltt

I believe wuh tho*e tlx letra.
Touand I could walk on eggtl

There lie uoet
On hit ious.
Tickling baby't note!"

In time* of patriotic lervor hl» great "Bell Roland"
rang out with no doubttul real, the religious heart
wai touched with the *iul minor key of tuch pocuis a*
"The Crown of Thorn*.' ill which mere udtvoimie**,
enough oi feeling and wluiiiee*. enough ol conceit to
make It worthy of Jeremy aylor. There la a aulemn.
genuine faith tn hit word*:.

"So In my heart of ttona
I Mimichre thv death.

While thought* 01 thee. Ilk* ro*e» blows.Bring *weetne*t lu tnalr breath.
Arise not Oh my dead,
At He whom Mary (ought.

And lound an empty tomb laiuad.Her tpica* all for naught
Oh Lord, not to departFrom my eothrlnlmr braatt.
But He annointed in a heart

hat by Thy.death la bleat
Or If Thou ahalt arlte.
Abandon not Thv grave.

But bear It with .ha* to the »klaa.
A heart that Thou thait lave."

And then he wrote "A Layman'* Conization of Faith,"
very Una of which It wor.hy 01 auoutlen In an obituary

tuch ai thl*. I here it one oduaga In it. wbioh In thlt
day oi Woodnun* and tree lova advocacy wa cannot forbearquoting;.

"I lovo one woman with a holy fire.
Whom T revere at prietteet oi mr home:
I ttand with wondering awe before inv babe*,Till tA«y rebuke ma to tv nobler lite."

Never did thlt young Apollo writ* more ervently and
graceiuilv than when he <poke of hi* wife and hi* home,
and it i* t(ratifying to know that bl* gallant devotion, so
orten exn ratted. to gracefully wreathed In hit dedicationof lilt poeuit to the tweetnett ana *auctity ol home lite.
yr»t an inspiration in the same direction to Ola crowd of
admirer*.

It is with Inexpressible sadness. for we admired and
loved lura. that we bring this memorial article to a
close. Can it t>u possible that we shall no more hear
thai brave voio« pieadlng the cause 01 rlghi ami duty.that we (hall no more hear that poetic gut breathing
out sweetness. devoutnrss anit purity of telling r can
it be that he who struck down with remorae his best
irlend whan b.; thoueht that triead recreant, shall not
live to speak now against those who would uofile the
sanctuary of the home to whloli lie was <o devoted,
teaching. their doctrines or d«vl<s a* a cln»k to their
lint t What would we uot give lor 6n« stroke of that old
scimitar at those who put darkness in the place of
light. But we must Dear our sorrow, mournfully reflectingon the light so brilliant that has gone out in
dm-tuess so utter.
We know there is ft pseudo-TUtnn who uses the graces

of rhetoric to gild the character of a woman about tvtiom
it Is enough to suy that she edits » paper abominable iti
moral* und coarse in its utterances. There U a niton
who writes insane hluas about spirits ot' ancient Greek
orators Inspiring the meretricious rhetorio ol a woman
who advocates tree love! There is a ulton who eei a
Ooldun Age in h rencu Communism. But that is quite
another aiTair. We have hastened to pay our tribute io
ihe memory of Theodore Tilion ere thi later and coun
terfeit lllton should cause the world utterly to forget the
bravo deads of Theodore Tilton the lamented.

tilton'8 richly TO the FOlltOOlXO.
To iu Ldiiok or tus Iikabtu axo Homei.
Mr Daan sib.I am foua of wit, even at mv own expeuse.Your clever satire of last week, speaking 01 uie

as one dead, an.l glvln/ me 1a* aptaln iice of the Arctichad) an opportunity to read, beiore i die. the estimate
which nty fellow countrymen will put upon me after my
death, baa almost tempted me into sending you a ratort
in kind.lest lor jest.
But I remember a siory told of llr. Williams and Dr.

Smmons.two old Congregational clergymen whom vou
and I reverence more for their characters than their
creeds.
They agreed with each other that as soon as either

should dia the other should preach the funeral sermon.
Dr. Williams shortly afterward retired from the ministry,and, having nothing to do, composed with ornate
pen a Bowery and lunereal tribute to his iriend.under
some such heading. 1 suppose, as "In Memomm.Dr.
fcmmons." When the brilliant panegyric was finished
its author carried it to Ur. Emmons (Just us you sent me
lust week's Utarth and ttoin* and treated hiui (as you
treated me) to an ante mortem monument to uudepariedworth. The strain ot compliment being high.Dr. limmons, who thought lis was getting more praise
than he deserved, interrupted the reading by saying,
"Is there not too much encomium r".to whicn the
reader suddenly reDliad, "Hush, Dr. femmoos, yon are
deaa. I"
Hut Dr. Hmmons was not dead to tbe Dm flattery of

his mend, nor am I to your*. Furthermore, as in mv
case, tbe praise Is tempered with biame, the latter, perhaps,being better deserved than the former, I will substitutefor my first tboughi. which waa inn, a sober secondihoutfht, lull ot serious Intent.

If. tbereiore. amid the roses which you bare heaped
upon me 1 can detect tae real thorns or exact poiuu ot
your criticism they seem to be--rlrs\ that I am an advocateof "free love." Ho, my irlend, you aro wrong
in this supposition. When and where have i
ever advocated "free love!" In what writluirs
or speechea of mine have you ever seen any
vindication or anything but condemnation of tbe idea
popularly known aa fee lover" I have characterised
this phrase as a "beautliui term designating a
revolting thing." The origin*! coiners of the word
flung it as a reproach at certain socialists, and they
meant dv it me promiscuous intermingling or commerce
ot the sexes.an Idea wtucb. to me, is an affront to our
higher human nature.a degrading of men and women
to a level with a lower world, "free lore," thai dennedand practise I. it treaion to good morula, and I am,
therefore, oppotad to it or to any other batenet*.
But, in

JUSTICE TO A null
of noble reformer* no whom more honor will be render*.:in the next generation than they can look for In
this), I ought to aay that this term i* used by them is a
technical tense, at meaning "love, tree from the civil
law." or. in other word*, that marriage and divoree
*bould be (at leant to a great extent) removed
from the realm of legislation and lert (a* re
liglon Is left in tree countries; to be governed by Itt
own higher law. If tbt* definition shtll be popularly
aud permanently atuchea to the term 'tree love".
then, a* I thoroughly believe in this Idea. I shall cheertallyaccept tnls uesiguation. My opinions on marriage
anil divoree are the same now at when I Itrat formed
them, which was during my ullage day*, by reading the
writing* *f John Hilton. I teach no uilTereni doctrine*
now irom those which 1 first lalntly founded on enuring
(tomewnat premature) into public life. Hilton'* "U**ay
on uivorce1'.which I studied for style and logic, and
with a boy * natural repugnance for the whole subject.became, by that stuily. as much a part of my Intellectual
constitution a* Blaokttone'e lei-tare* are to a lawyer. If
that great eaay. by one of the tlrat mindt ot the world,
hae ever boen answered, I have not teen the answer.
True, my triund. Ur. Greeley, eometimet overthrow* it
with a liaity paragraph ot two. but it will live after the
JWAu»« 1* forgotten.
Secondly, yon chide me for vindicating a lady who

»ba* suffered more private sorrow and more public
obloquy than fall to ine lot or ordinary mortals. I hi*
criticism I accept wiin pride. When I known woman
well and believe her to be honcraole and pure, aud *he
li attacked by "the mob of gentlemen who write with
ease," tad it reviled by tlauderert who strike at her
from the safe shelter of an anonymous pros*. I hope I
thai! never be coward enough to withhold my own poor
pen from ber defence. I have an extensive acquaintanceamong Dublic men and women or our time includingmany whom I believe to be uncommonly pure
end white In tbeir motal and koclal character: tor
instance, Lucretia Mott, Horace rceiey, hiuabetk Catty
Hmnt.in I'h.irla. lim.nar llarri..) R»,./.|ior U*.n_

doll Phillips, Laura < urtls Bullar.l and other*; tad
among these.the peer of any In all tlUL constitute* per- !
aonal guritv ol Ills.I place Victoria C. Wood null. t
m>l rri.rn knowledge; I weigh my words; I mean what
{ ay. and i stand by it But 1 am u*hame<1 ol my many
brethren ol tho preas who. without evidence, without
provocation, and without Inquiry have mad* haste to
atrike a woman whoso private il.e la a white lily of
biameleesneas. and who. If altogether a ianatlc, 1* aUo
altogether a (Jlirlitl.il. Thirdly, you call me a spiritualistWill, 10 waa Presldont Lincoln. Why should you
assassinate me on thU account' here are more spiritualiststhan Methodista; and the on* teeth** juat as much
right to it* opinion* a* the other.at leaat in a country
« ntch professo* to tolerate all religions. But tho truth
i* that, although 1 have seeu many marvel* oi »»-csled
spirit manifestations, I have no satisfactory theory en
tne subject: and I know too little of tJpiritualidn to
writ* with autbontv concerning it. or even to bear tho
honorable nam; oi memberanip In its fraternity. But I
thin* I have enounb rairnesa o' oitnd to write a biographyot itiahop almDson troin a Methodist point ol view,
or or Klder Kvsns irom a shaker point of view, or or
Mr* Woodhull trom a apirttuaitstic point ot view, tren
though i am not a MethoUitt or soaker or Spiritualist.
Fourthly. speaking like a Pari* prelect ot police, you deBounceme aa a Communist. Y*s ) am. 1 accept your
indictment ** I would a rosette and wear It in my buttonnole. 1 never saw Henri Deieaciuza, but ne waa a
man alter my o«s heart and I mourn him as 1 would
any other hero or martyr. Gommunlaoa is not agrarian-
iam. a* many people ignorantly Imagine; ins republican-Um. auo Americans oaglu avery where to honor u. I'he
Commune oOerea to France what the Republic refuseJ
It.namely, local soli-government. Among all the semi-
successful frauds of our time the greatest 1* the pre'Mrded Republic ol whioh Thiers i* ai the head today
and ot whtcn I trust he will be at the loot tomorrow.
Tli* atroclnes In Pari* did not com* from tn* Commune,
hut troiu Versailles. It waa the Commune, not the Ke-
public, that should have triumphed. A lew writers and
speakers among u» have had the courage to applaud the
Commune sucn as Wendell Phillip*, Charles A. Dana,
George Wilkes an t John Russell Young and I rcjoice to
remember that not on* ol that* clear beaded men waa
ahead oi myself, either witfc voice or pen. in vindicating
the noblest attempt at political liberty which huropa
ever saw or eruabed. But the Commune will yet aria*
and r*lgu <Jod speed it

In conclusion, let me add that I have never been a
contributor to Heart* mud /Join*, nor do I know that any
Ol my writings (except your laat week's quotation* from
the poem* oi my "green and salad day*") nave ever
been reprinted In your columns; hut II you will give me
a brotherly hint that I shall be welcome to the space of

»eo rd i*tter, for the purpose ot stating my vie.ws on
the soclil juestiom now stirrine the subtle Dulse. 1 will
Cladly en*be your rc«d«r* to Jud«« tor tb*mtelvt«
wb»tn«r tlioM rwwi art right or wrong.
Meanwhi.e. for my own "he*rth »ud Homo" to whieb

you to liudiy alindej I Mad to your* <»t which *11 Ui«
public flnj i weekly wtlcom*) the irtuiii.il greeting* it
your* forgivingly. iHEOoOHt TILTON.

Id regm a to another article, "Mr. rilton'* re-

tolnder to Mr. Oreeley," Mr. Evarta oUMrvtd (bat
it couitl aot uudertrand way th*y *booid be
obliged to read the wuoie article to gat at tae only
point (bat waa important to tuem.
Tut Judge tbougut tbe whole we* nuDjeot to renew.bat it might be a ourden to read it.

lULLtBTOX'S iXFATCATlOy.
Mr. Fuller ton.It will nev»r oe a burden for me

to tead anything taat Mr. ruton baa written.
(Seneauon.)
Ur. Shearman.li Your Honor pieaee, tbe article

relate* to a ditcutkion between Mr. Qreeiey and
Mr. Til too, wtiton we* eomewaat elaborate and
compreiieua* other *uojecu thtn tbt* one, aud we
oave loaud tbe paragraph oi Mr. Oreeley'a that
ecem* to relet* to thia topio.

Mr. Ueaca. Tbla relatee to etatemeota made by
Mr. Til ton. ibe rnie la that a perton making an
admieelon to hia own intereat, tae contente oi toe
paper ought to be euown before a etatement can
be u*eu a* evidence againat me party.

Mr. Evert*.Tbat wa* a role oi evidence tbat
Yoar Honor baa paeeea upon. There te no rule by
wmcQ w« cafi oe ooi:ged to read everything tbat
we oare a right to read.
judge Keii»un.We will apply tbat rule bow;

read any portion of it.
air. ebearman.l read as extract from Mr.

Greeley'* letter, including (be whole of one *epa-
rate paragraph. Tbe paragraph* are numbered
one. two and tbree.

Mr. Tiltun.Mr. Bvart*. win yoa do ma a par*
aonai favor.will yon read tbl* article yonr*ell f

Mr. soearman.1 read irom tbe paper oi Sep-
temoer», i*u, tue Bret paragraph oi Mr, Oreeiey1*
letter:."Voo a*it me wbat I mean by free
lore."

be Judge.wbat u tbe number of tbat parfr
graph i I a oat know tbe namoer ai tbat.
Mr. Mearmaa.I read tba trait.

utMuratel £ur* are a

iE SHEET.
old. who have lived In wedlock » quarter of century,
uinl have bad lit or eight chilUreu, of wiiotu halt eurvive.

TUt PAINS AND CARTS Or MATKBXITT
hare nearly worn out the wife, wliiie the husband Is
still in the prime of tnanlv vmor and strength. He has
filled a w iuer sulier* and enloved netter opportunities
lor mental culture than she iiai. and feels himself hur
iiite.luctu-iI superior. Ainoiu Ins acguiiutunce is a
younxer. lalrer. fresher voinuu, not so richly dowered
wiili worldly wealth, who admire* and is admired by
him. who in (act is wtll.ng. 11 invited, 10 become hit
"artinitv." an 1 he l» more tuun wiiIiuk that »b" should.
If thev "take uy'' with eucn other, their arrangemcnt.or whatever you please to ca>l It. is
lust »hat I execrate as "free love." You know
that such alliances exist. I tec-l that they are abhorred
01 Odd. and a chtel cause of human aegrailaiion, family
disruption and general wretchedness In short I hate
the man who lias sworn to love and cherish one woman
till death, nut tree to love another wiile that woman live*
and strives to tulrt toward him the duties ol a loving wife.
Uence I iiicensely hate "free love." and i hale all inculcationthat a marriage may be rightfully dissolved, excepttor a flagrant, deliberate adultery, whue huaband
and wife botn live
Mr. aoeartnau.I now read tbe third paragraph

of Mr. Tiltoa'a reply:.
A Just reference from your letter la that I advocate

fTee'ove. On tue contrary,
i stirrtr orrosi it.

The lateat bulletin or Mr. Stephen Pearl Andrews castigatesroe because I hold that the heart's ideal i* mononamaulcinarruue.the supreme love of one man tor one
woman through life anJ (1 hope) beyond death, but
this is oniy uiy own vlewt 1 do not judge tor others,
l-urthermure. I hold that love, and love only, constitute*
marriage. thai niarrl.iire make* the bond, not the bond
the marriage, »nd that as ill* con'ract is to "love and
honor, to when tite love anil honor and the contract
dissolves and ilie marriage ceases. I ci ecriull* relieve
Mr. lienrv M. Dlaoa well and oi:*er martinet* in bosum
by rraiiKlv acknowledging mat differ it; these views
iroiu most oilier women suffragists. but I nm will 111 It to
take all tne obloquy winch tnis di tie re nee involve*
on the lew who are right Irom the many
who are wroni I would no more permit the
same law to handcuff me as 4 *lav« to a
tna*ter on a planum n; there are higher law* than
civu siatuics, and 1 am a rebel against the state's too
Impertinent interference between man and wile. Lore
should be. line reugiou. free iron mandate by the civil
law Now, you may strike me lor saving tint; but the
next veneration will gild tf|ls ten time nt with flat fold.
As Kostutli taid. ''1 can watt."
Mr. Shearman.l now road the fourth and flfth

paragraph
Yon <ay "I hate all Inculcation that a marriage may

be rightfully dissolved eaoept for flagrant, deliberate
adultery while husband and »Ue both uve." I am
ashamed ot sucn a sentiment irom your pen Thoutandtof good women lite Mr*. He Garland have obtained
divorces from

DKCXKKM i*n DEaSTLV HUSBANDS,cot on account oi adultery, but of sottish nets and
cruelty. Rut what right. divine or liumau. shall you remandthese emancipated women to the loatbtome embracesoi uiuii iruui whom they liave (led in tear of tnetr
lives* Thousands ol women, appealing (u uierciiul an l
humane courts, have obtained divorces because husbandshave disc; ted them, or strangled them, or starved
them, or otherwise wrongly treated tlietn. Why will
you cruelly affront all womauklnd by saving to each
one ol these suffering women, "Vuur divorce Is strippedol all moral sanction, and I point ut >ou the finger of
obloquy because you have asked the laws to declare youout ot the jaws ol dea;h and out oi the tales of hell."
faa. A. You have instanced a married pair who. after

a quarter oi a century of wedlock, exhibit the husband
in lus prime and the wite iu her decay. You say. "He
has tilled a wiue sphere and enjoyed better opportunitieslor mental culiur-s than the has and feels uuuielf
her Intellectual superior." What an Innocent confessionyou here tna*o of your own dammug theory of
marriaue. Damn a woman to be man s interim' from
the very beginning of inarricu life and what can you
expect her to be at the end oi it? Why does a woman
alter twenty years of wedlock show more physical and
mental dilapidation than a manr It it because during
these years you and yoar fellow thinners sentence her
to oe

XAN'S KllDOKDlXATK. MOT HIS EQUALf
his servant, not his mate. Why should "tho pains and
cares ot maternity wear her out," except that you have
enacted a common law of marriage which either tyranouslyforces or tacitly expects a woman to tiear more
children than she wuntsf Why should she lie Intellectuallystupid and empty, exoept that all her lite long you
and the TrHum liuvu shut her out irom her husband's
opoortuultiesf Why should her husbaud nave "a wider
sphere" than her*, except that you and he have
conspired to crowd her into a narrower one?
Why should he enjoy better opportunities lor
mental culture than she, except thai you have
written and published vour threats that even
it your ilaugnters should attempt to lit themselves lor
something higher than household employment, or, in
other words sliould try to rise to the level ol their lather'*genius, you would atcp (town like Jacob sorrowluliyinto the graver X frankly assert, l.ocaute 1 solemnlybelieve, that the young men aud women who
marry today, and who derive their notion of the marriagerelations from such teacher* a* you. will inevitablygrow apart, until arthe end of a '-quarter of a centuryot wedlock" they will Oud themselves in the verv
antithesis which you nave described. Beware lest they
curse you roundly for bringiua them to it

UOKK I'APKRi.
Mr. Evarts -There's another paper. It is an extractlrotn the 1'roy Times, published in the Golden

Age. ihe purpose is, ii Your Honor please, we pat
in evidence this copy of this paper, Mr. Tutau
thereby printing this to bia people, bis public.
Mow, if we present an article, having other articlesaireadv written in the same tenor, bj the
oral evidence of this witness, expressing bis relationto tne views oi Mrs. Woodhuii, 1 tnlut we nave
a right to present to the Court the pubioation of
lieu an expression of views, without design or reproton,as the position of bla paper on that suojecr,thereby showing
a»»v «f u«4|4w. * wu ibu w icau ib uuivw ik»|/ug«ia

it vu published wnn bis knowledge. My irlsnd,
the District Attorney, settled that question
ttie other auy. on an indictment of the
proprietor of» paper, because toe article appeared
iu tue paper without his knowledge.

TILTON SHOWS TIMflB,
Q. Did yon approve of Its insertion? A. I neither

approved nor disapproved 01 iu insertion. the
ttoidm Joe, Uke uoy lair lutoaed or Uoeral newspaper.prints the news. Tbat is an extract from a
speech of Mrs. Woodnall, printod without comment,exaotiy as it wonld, in the same column,
(jilntan extract irom the speech of Mr. Evsrts.
(Mr. KrarM makes a we and solvers, pro.
ducing laughter.)
The Judge.1 mink yon cannot read It.
Mr. Evsrts.It would be rather an empty compliment.as uothlng of that kind has ever been done

by me.
Mr. Beaeb.It proves how yon csnnot eave yourselfirom distinction, no matter hew yon try.

(Laughter.)
AN EDITOR'S RESPONSIBILITIS*.

Mr. Evaris.We can hold the editor responsible
for articles published in his paper, whether be is
the personal writer 01 tnein or not. K they appear In
another source as original matters.
The Judge.Thst is a different question.
Mr. Fuiierton.It does not appear that la orlg<

lnai matter.
Mr. Evsrts.My proposition is that the editor or

publisher of a public newspaper is responsiole to
public opinion tor all original articles put rortb in
bis newspaper, whether he personally writes them
or not. rue very essence and independence of
Journalism, us now claimed, aud it la not tor me
to say not rightly claimed, is mat there shall be
impersonality aa to what a newspaper proposes to
set lortu or to publish. 1 lie other question, us to
an extract from a newspaper, Is very different.

Mr. FUiierton.rtie proposition, tlien, la that Mr.
Tilton shall oe juugeu by everything that appears
id tne GoUicn Aye except tnrut whlcn is an extract
from another newspaper. That Is tbe proposition
irom the other side, and It is an extraordinary
proposition. How can we rfbld an editor responsiblelor what apprars in that paper without r.is
authority, without r.is Knowledge or sanction in
any way? Sure it can oe tnat Your Honor will
perceive thai correspondents claim to write and
to he heard in the public pre**, and tbe? are given
an opDortuuitj to be heard, aot because tnelr sentimentsare in lurmonv with that of me editor or
propnetor or the puper, but they may be admitted
for the purpose or combatting them.

tub auul'ukntativb EVAKTS.
Mr. Evans.Now Your Honor win observe the

attitude in which Mr. Tilton and his newspaper
occupied to the subject under discussion, ana in
reference to wnicu the testimony Is pertinent, it
li be pertinent ut all. Having shown that Mr. t'lltonIs the editor and proprietor 01 tbl« newspaper,
Whatever is toe character of his newspaper is put
forth in its issues to the public, upon wnlcb ibe
public pass in denouncing his publications, and his
position as a publisher of opinions in this community.(alls u(j"U him, not on the question of bis Individualresponsibility as author of this or that
paragraph, but upon his editorial, bis proprietorial
responsibility, tor uiiTusiog tnese seatiruenta
through tbe community.
Tne Judue decided tnat the mere publication of

an article irom auotner paper rests upon tbe principletnat a tbird person in tbe cue must be protected.
Witness.In regard to the articles I expressed a

good deal 01 dissent; I expressed my reitret at
their being published; I lound they bad been
written oy a tavorlte orthodox contributor to tbe

Srees, a writer lor the Christian union and a memeror Mr. Beecher's churcb. (Laughter.)
Q. We mlgnt as well have tbe name. A. I ask

for Your Honor's permission to s^at out the name
yj. »u» Kilitli IU UUUUIIUlf prupnctJ, Ik VVIUtf
laay. . .Q. Weil, I don't know who tbe lady ta. nor do I
care; out it seems to be something disreputable
oa tue race 01 it.
Witness.Your Honor, 1 called Mr. Evarta' at.

tentlou to it, and gave Ulm a blot In private. I
told mm tnat tt was written by on* of Mr.
Ueecaer's personal inonds.
Mr. Evarts.I did not make it public. You gave

It to me in confluence and 1 did not dlvalge it.
Wituesa.Your question compelled uie to.
Mr. fcva.ts.I diu not ask any sucn queation.
Mr. Fuilerton.I don't aee why It abould not ba

made puolic.
Mr. Beach-I think Mr. Evarta and tue witness

ehouid continue ttiu discussion during recess.
Mr. Evarts.We should lose our audience, eir,

which ia the only occasion for thla. (To witnaae.)
Now, in this issue, or auy subsequent one, did you
discountonanco this article! a. Mo; I spoke
personally aoout it. |

Q. You mean you spokt to Uii writer of it f a.
Yes.
Mr. Evarte.Sow, I apprehend, If Your Hotter,

please, 1 can reau this article.
TBe Judge.rue same ruling It made in thla caaa

ae in tbe other.
The Court here took a receas (or on* hour.

arTBB RCCBM.
At ten minutes alter two the lawyers, all veil

fed alter the hearty laugbter of the morning,
came late into court, Mr. Seecner wae not an at.
tendant.

Mr. Evarts alone looked eomewhat tbla and
pale, and bie square nose, large mouth, long tbin
flap or cbln and small grayish blue eyes, under a
corrugated loreuead. were ratber eardonio aa ba
walked straight up to tbe witneee and pat the
lire o( Woodhuil in bis lace.

Til ton looked into the little dlrty.looklng pampb.
lot with evasion and wared it off. Evarts, wita
bis eyegiaas still farther wrinkling bu oompeot and
knotty faoa, (raved tbe book aad looked ebarpiy
as lata taa wiiaeas' bianaked tu bouow lao*.

At once tbe argument nenran, Mr. Boaeh, la lili
Brave, persuuslve way, looKlug str.n^lit at the

Judge and waving hi* loreurm, tbe tuit of OeeM
upon bis chin being tbe only feature moving,
though tbe bead swayed responsive to bis infle>
tlom.
Mr. Evarti followed with bis palms folded ovei

bis cbest, bis bead beDt down, reasoning to the
floor, until, alter a time, his long foreilnger cam«
forward, alter the style of bis ancestor, Rogei
Sherman, as Mr. Ives represents him In bis statue.
Very aoon we beard his rolling words, "Hjm
patny. community, con.'eueracy," and so forth.
His style ol talk, alternately clear as the lark, and
then hoarse and clutching in tbe throat, seldon
falls to Interest. His language U sometimes to«
una, as when ne referred to Mr. Til ton's "netmlou*
views." The debate was aa follows:.
Theodore TtUon recalled, said:.The pamphlet

now handed to me was issued irom my press, exceptB. F. Tracy and January 24 1874; tbat is nol

rnoted; all but the particular name upon It and
be date was iMued iroin my press; the pamphlet

is a uarrative of the Hie of Mrs. Victoria wood hull,
ab ut tne manner of the compositioa or which I
testified on my direct examination; it la a biographicalsketch.
Mr. Evans.I offer this pamphlet in evidence.

With regard to us composition Your Honor will
remember the statements the witness has made.
1 presume 1 am entitled to have it placed In evidence.
TtlK BIOGRAPHY OF MRS. WOODHULL RULED OUT.
Mr. Beucii.U Your Honor please, we do not

deem the publication admissible. It has been ouca
ruled out by Your Honor ami the situation is not
changed wuerein it is now offered. But it appear*
that that sitetcu oi Mra. VVoodhml was corrected.
alter preparation by her husnand.oy Mr. Tilton.
certain p.trts oi It which were not lna authorship,
as tuey were prepared by the husband of Mrs.
Wooduull, were omitted in the sketon wnich *ai
written and prepared by Ur. Tilton, wita which he
was not in harmony; and it was, so far as he had
connection with It, prepared and issued lu pursuanceoi the arrangement between hitmen and Mr.
needier and Mr. Mouiton for tne purpose of suppressingthe scandal which Is now under examination.It is ottered lor the purpose of including
Mi. Tilton and identifying him, a', least, with the
opinions or that lady wtncb she expresses. And
when it appears aa it does on the evidence as 11
now stands, without contradicMon, that they ar«
not hia own opinions in regard to that person]
when it Is clear that it was prepared (or a commonpurDose between this plaintiff and Mr,
Beecher, it seems to me that it is immaterial.
Tne object of its production, as l said, was to
Identity Mr. niton with certain opinions and sentiment",and to prove his expressions of approbationin regard to the puoiisned history of this lady
and her opinions, when It is "jiei lectiy apparent
that it is uot a real expression or his v.ews, wnea
It was a device or stratagem arrauited between
these parties tor a speciflo purpose, acknowledgedand known to be a mcro devioa
and not a candid and sincere expression
of the opinion on tne part of tne witter.
U seems to me that tne introduction of such
a paper is wide irojn the purpose lor winch it n
offered, and is In ItseU immaterial, and 1 there tore
aunmit to Your Honor thai the general opinion!
whicu may be given by Mr. Tilton in regard to tna
opinions ofa public personage, even u tuey were
tne ezpiession of his own real sentiments in regardto that person and the doctrines wnicn she
might a4vauce, i submit that tho.v are lmmate>
rial In the issue in this ca^e. But Your Honor will
lurther perceive, so far as I have observed the
nature or the evidence now offered, that it is not
by any means In itseu an aoopuou of the opinions
which are imputed to that laoy. It is a sketch or
history or a publio person, iu conneotton with the
particular subject ont of which.or in connectionwith winch.she baa grown notorious.Now, how does that become material
in thia action t It ia only upon the argument
ana theory that auch a sketch or hlatorv oi a publicpersonage ia an approval or tne doctrines o1
oplmona which that person may bo supposed to
nold. I auomit to Your Honor ibat a history
either of ft nation or an Individual li not in it*
whole matter of evidence as against its author in
regard to the lacta or the events winch it may detail.and that the approoation of an historic per-
socage br an UiBtorian is by no means an adoptionor all toe opinions or an approval ot all the
acts which may be attached to tnat person. The
effort la by He production of tnis sketch of the
life ot Mrs. Woodunli to connect and uentifr Mr.
Tilton with all the opprobrium, Just or unjust,
which the public may have attached to tier supposed
notions or dootnnes. Now, Your Honor must see
In the production watch is offered some direct ap«
proval or adoption of tno3e supposed sentiments,
than an historian cannot be cnarged, as 1 have
aatd to Yo.ir Honor, with the character or the natloaor individual whicn may be the subject of Uts
writing. And In tnat view, if Your Honor pleases,
you have here ofure excluded this article as a
whole, and have permitted only, I believe, a certainextractor certain extracts to bereadirom
it, for the purpose or applying or characterising
other testimony.
The Court.It was from the other artlole.
Mr. Beach.Now I submit to Your Honor that

be ore this paper should be received as a whole It
should ue submitted to Your Honor in some lorm,
ettnsr by reading or by personal examination, so
tnat you mar understand the nature or Its contentsand see how far it may be material and
proper to the issue we are trying, bcoanie Yo«r
Honor will perceive the cross-examinationthus far has raised thenecessity,and this will increase the necessity
ot examining in regard to the real sentiments
which Mr. Tilton may at the time have entertained
in regard to the opinions and teuets which were
publicly imputed to her at the time. It seems to
me we are wandering far off into ranges ot collateralinquiry, whicn will unnecessarily occupy
the time ol toe Court and will not tend to any

^elucidation ol the particular interests which are
to be passed upon by Your Honor and the Jury.
We therelore object to this article as it la offered
In bulk.
Mr. Evarts.This seems to be the simplest

matter in the world, ir Your Honor please.
Evidence has been introduced in the direct
examination of this witness concerning his
composition oi this book; now at one stage
of its progress It had dissatisfied the
subject of the sketch, and now he subsequently
completed it that night, or the greater part of
the nlgnt, and read it to the family or tnat householdtoe next morning, and it was pronounced a
periect success, or something of that kind; some
very high encomium was passed upon it by that
ladr and her family. Now, when we undertake to
thow the thing he did ttiey say we cannot snow
me tiling mat no aio.me manner 01 us oeinff
doufl la the only thing that is suitable in evidence,
Now, tins Meigs u monstrous proposition. Tney
can introduce in direct evidence rrom this witness
(tne autnor of tins book) trie way he wrote that
book, and that la pertinent evidence, and tnea
wnen ire undertake to prove the thing chat ne did,
that la not. Now, In regard to some generkl vbws
they will not. it seems to me, bear examination
under tola particular objection. My learned friend
speaks of the state 01 the evidence as uncontradictedin regard to the degree 01 harmony that exIstedbetween tne opinions ol this witness and authorand ihe lady, the subject of tne memoir. Well
It does not follow that because testimony is not
contradicted that it is accepted, and in tne same
sense in which my learned irlend may wish it to
be tne trial of questions 01 fact. But It certainly
Is a question for this Jury to de ermine if it be a
subject to be discussed as an element of laot in
this case what the degree of sympathy, of unity,
of confederacy between this lady and this wltnesi
and author In respeoc to tne dissemination ol
tnese doctrines and the glorification 01 the chlei
enampton of them in this country ureases, and I
know no better or safer war for ins witness t'Dan
to take bis own eniogy upon the woman, ooupied
with his own explanation 01 how he happened to
give the eulogy. No Injustice done iu that, lu
regard to a supposed concurrence on Mr. Beeober'a
part in this production, well that seems rather fanciful,because all that bas been said about Mr.
Beecner in the connection was tnat ne approved of
stopping the dissemination of these slanders by
kindness and influence with this lady, lie never
has been heaid to approve of this life, or these
sentiments or this applause, but if he had, it would
not maice It any less important; it instead of me
vague, uncertain ana nebuioua views ol the lady
to offer in connection with the work, tne work itselfshould be the subject to whlcn attention is to
be directed, whether Mr. Beecher on the one hand
or Mr. Ttlton on the other l* to become responsiblefor It. Now tne connection of tnls subject witn
the Issues in this cause is twotoid. First, in its
prlraarv relation as evidence of sentiments, of associatloos,of involvement in these doctrines and
with their representative, as bearing upon his
position heretofore maintained wirn reference
to the mora accepted views of religion
and of morals and tnea more acceptable organs ol
public Inflaence tnrougii wnich Mr. Tiiton had
been acting. It bears more directlv, as four
Honor will see, upon the question of the switt
destruction, upon the interests of the OoUttn Age
and its proprietor, or his position and repute beforethe public whion followed this publication,
and to meet any ideas that are to be Introduced
that an* harm has come to its proprietor or his
lortunes in consequence of the complaint b« now
makes of tho injury he has suffered irom this
oeiendant, and which forms tne principal eanse of
action here.
U*. rULLZkTOM TALCS ABOUT A UOKMS AKB

JUDAS fSCARtOT.
Mr. Fulierton.I think it would oe well, if ton

Court please, to understand the exact attitude of
the persons interested in suppressing this scandal
in lsTl, when this so called biography was pub|llsbed. Your Honor will recollect that at the time
oi this publication this card of Victoria Woodhuil
appstr^d in one or more or the New York papers,
in which she foreshadowed an Intent on hor part
to publish the scandal to tne world. As a matter
of course this was a cause of great alarm and apprehension.As a matter of tact this was a causa
of great alarm and apprehension, an al:irm wnlcn
reached Mr. Bseubsr as well as Mr. ruton. and
if it lay within tns range or human offort it
mm m m »a ha annKrailiil nnrl l hotr nsma tft t ItA

conclusion to laave nothing undone wbicb
could o« dona, and for tno purpoae ot *11600102
tan turtAitned aipoaure they met together nod
they consulted wnat *tiou'd bo don* lor tn* pur*
po*e 01 arcompliabtnir trut common end. in*/
*uppoa*d m* ioand»i wan effectually iuppre**ld
at that time, bat there wa* a n*ir fo»ture, a Ugfi
in tb* way. on considering tb* person who tureau
n*d tb* expojure, I may *ay a UoDfis.(laugb.

t*ri.and not tha lata duugerou*. it was to meet
that danger tbat Mr. niton wai directed to g«forward and do wnat be could to snoatituta io«
kindly purr for tbe wioted and tnraatenloi
growl. (laufbtfr)-and b* want forward and ao>
ooupuaaad Uiat parpoaa not onlj on <Ua ova M»


